In a recent paper, Hessen (Psychometrika 70(3): [497][498][499][500][501][502][503][504][505][506][507][508][509][510][511][512][513][514][515][516] 2005) introduces the class of constant latent odds-ratios models as an extension of the Rasch model for which the sum score is still the sufficient statistic for ability. In this paper the relation between both the general and the general parametric constant latent odds-ratios model and the Rasch model is considered.
introduces the class of constant latent odds-ratios models (CLOR, for short) as a generalization of the Rasch model (Rasch, 1960) , and shows how differential item functioning by means of a Mantel-Haenszel procedure can be studied. In this paper we focus on the class of CLOR models and clarify their relation to the Rasch model. In the Rasch model, the probability with which a person with ability t gives a correct response to item i is the following:
where b i (c i ) is the easiness (difficulty) of the ith item. This function is usually called the item response function (IRF, for short). In the definition of the class of CLOR models, the odds-ratio,
and the ratio of odds-ratios, for items i and j ,
play a crucial role. For the Rasch model it holds that ω ij (t) does not depend on the ability t. The class of CLOR models is characterized by three properties:
3. Constant ratio of odds-ratios ω ij (t) = ω ij .
CLOR models may have both monotone and non-monotone IRFs. Hessen (2005) claims that the class of CLOR models is an extension of the Rasch model for which the property that the sum score is sufficient for the latent trait is retained. This claim is illustrated with some parametric and nonparametric IRT models. In this paper we show that whenever unidimensionality and LI are assumed, the assumption of constant ratio of odds-ratios is equivalent to the assumption that the IRF can be expressed as in (1). For non-monotone CLOR models we show that the latent 154 PSYCHOMETRIKA trait is not identifiable from X, and that the same distribution can be specified with the IRF in (1). Furthermore, we show that the general parametric CLOR model is equivalent to the Rasch model together with the assumption that the range of the latent trait is constrained.
CLOR Models in Relation to the Rasch Model
From the assumptions of CLOR models we readily obtain that
and hence
If, without loss of generality, we choose a parametrization for the latent trait t such that it equals the odds-ratio for an arbitrary item (denoted as item 1 in what follows):
we obtain that the IRF for item 1 can be written in the following form:
whereas the IRFs for the other items can be obtained from (5),
We see that for any CLOR model the IRF can be expressed, as in (1), with item easiness equal to the ratio of odds-ratios ω i1 , and ability as defined by the odds-ratio V 1 (t). Observe that both the item easiness parameters as well as the ability parameters can be uniquely determined from X. In other words, these parameters are identifiable. Observe, furthermore, that specific CLOR models may impose additional constraints beyond those characterizing the class of CLOR models, as illustrated below. In a CLOR model we not only have that the sum score is the sufficient statistic for the latent trait, but also that the number of persons giving a correct answer to item i is the sufficient statistic for the item easiness parameter ω ij (j fixed). For future reference we state our result as a theorem.
Theorem 1. Whenever unidimensionality and local independence are assumed, the assumption of a constant ratio of odds-ratios is equivalent to the assumption that, for every item, the IRF can be expressed as in (1) with item easiness equal to ω ij (j fixed).
Observe that unless the range of the latent trait is explicitly constrained, as in the general parametric CLOR model considered in the next section, the IRF for every item satisfies the following limits: lim t→∞ π i (t) = 1 and lim t→0 π i (t) = 0.
Hessen (2005) also considers CLOR models where the IRF is not a monotone function of the latent trait. From Theorem 1 it follows that for any CLOR model the IRF can be written as in (1), and hence the same applies to every non-monotone CLOR model. An example may clarify the strange phenomenon that the same distribution can at the same time have monotone and non-monotone IRFs. Let the IRFs for a set of items be defined as follows:
where b 1 equals one and θ can assume both positive and negative values. A routine derivation shows that this model is indeed a CLOR model with non-monotone IRFs. However, the same distribution can be written in terms of a latent trait t = exp(θ 2 ) as follows:
which is recognized as (1), with the additional assumption that the latent trait t is larger than or equal to one. This means that the latent trait θ is not identifiable from X, whereas the latent trait t is identifiable from X. In other words, all that is identifiable from X about θ is its magnitude θ , whereas its sign is not identifiable from X. The model in (9) gives an example of a specific CLOR model that imposes an additional assumption beyond those characterizing the class of CLOR models.
As a special case of a non-monotone IRF we consider an IRF which remains constant over some part of the domain of the latent trait t * . First, if the IRF of one item is constant over the range from t * equal to a to t * equal to b, the IRFs of all other items are constant over this same range. This follows readily from the constant latent odds-ratio property. First, if for t * 1 = t * 2 it holds that the IRF for item 1 has the same value, then also the odds-ratio has the same value. Second, because the ratio of latent odds-ratios is constant we have that
